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The rejection of the claims made under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, for scope 
of enablement and for lack of description are maintained for the reasons of record. The- 
amendment to include the limitation that the polymorphisms are "associated with BP" 
does not overcome the rejection because the specification and the Declaration do not 
teach a representative number of polymorphisms that are associated with bipolar 
disease. Again, the claims are drawn to a research project, i.e. searching for 
polymorphisms which are associated with BP within the claimed chromosomal region. 
The Declaration of Dr. Mclnnes has been thoroughly reviewed and while presenting 
data that supports the linkage of some markers within the region of chromosome 1 8 p 
between SAVA5 and ga203 (a region of around 3 cM) does not support the claimed 
method of detecting susceptibility to BP by detecting polymorphisms in the region which 
are associated with BP because neither the specification nor the Declaration teach a 
representative number of such polymorphisms in this region associated with BP. The 
specification, Declaration and art do not teach the nature of the linkage between the 
claimed region and BP, i.e. such a mutated gene or merely a linked sequence, thus 
making the association particular polymorphisms in this region with BP highly 
unpredictable. The skilled artisan would be required to analyze each identified 
polymorphic sequence for possible linkage to BP without a reasonable expectation of 
whether or not a given polymorphism will be associated or a reliable test to determine 
whether or not the polymorphism is predictive of risk for BP. Therefore, the rejections 
are maintained. 



Application/Control Number: 08/976,560 Page 3 

Art Unit: 1655 

The rejection of the claims made under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, is 
withdrawn in view of applicant's arguments. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lisa B. Arthur whose telephone number is 308-3988. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Wednesday from 7:00 am to 2:30 
pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gary Jones, can be reached on (703) 308-1 1 52. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 308-4242. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 308-01 96 
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